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Fairy-tales, however, are only infantile forms of legends,
myths, and superstititions taken from the 'night-religion1
of the primitives. What I call' night-religion' is the magical
religious form, the meaning and aim of which is intercourse
with the dark powers, devils, witches, magicians, and spirits.
Just as the childish fairy-tale is a phylogenetic repetition,
springing from the ancient night-religion, so the childish
terror is a re-enacting of primitive psychology, a phylo-
genetic relic.
That this relic displays a certain vitality is in no sense
abnormal, for nocturnal terrors, even in adults under civilized
conditions is not necessarily an abnormal phenomenon. Only
a special intensity of terror could be taken as abnormal.
The question, is, then, under what circumstances will the
fear increase ? Can the increase be explained solely by the
archetype of the witch expressed in the fairy-tale, or must
some other explanatory cause be introduced ?
We should make the archetype responsible only for a
definite, small, normal degree of fear; on the other hand,
a pronounced increase, felt to be abnormal, must have special
causes. Freud, as we know, explains this terror as the
collision of the child's incestuous tendency with the incest
prohibition. He explains it from the angle of the child.
I have no doubt that children can have 'incestuous'
tendencies in the extended sense used by Freud. But I
am very doubtful as to whether these tendencies can be
ascribed without more ado to child-psychology sui generis.
There are very good reasons for the view that the psyche
of the child remains still within the sphere of the parents'
psyche, especially that of the mother, and to such a degree
that the child's psyche must be regarded as a functional
appendage of that of the parents. The psychic individuality
of the child develops only later, after a reliable continuity
of consciousness has been established. That the child at first
speaks of himself in the third person is, in my opinion, a
significant proof of the impersonality of his psychology.

